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Mr. Martin Hestmatk 
U, S. Eavironmerual Protecdon Agency, Region VId 
ATTN: Rocky Flats Pro t Manager, 8HWM-RI 

Denver, Calorado 80202-24-05 

Mr. Gaty Bmughman 880822489 
Hazardous Waste Facilith Unit Leader 
Colorado Department of Health 

Denver, Colorado 8O2B-I 530 

Gentlemen: 

The U. $. Department of Energy (DOE) Rocky ~WS Office acknowkdges receipt of y o u  tespow 
to DOE'S request fort modlflcatlon to work of the OpwabIa Unit (0 8 Fiaal Phase I R € I M  Work 
plan and request Pa extension oP ]Draft and Final Phase I RFURI Reports for OU 8, wed January 
31,1994. Tfic DOE o b w  to tbc ~ t ~ f f ~ n  taken by both tha Colorado Dqartroent of Health (CDH) 
and tho U. S. E w i m ~ t d  - d o n  agency @PA) wd, in accordance with the Intewency 
Agreement (IN), pmgmph 92 sad paragraph 226 hmby mbtnits a wdtten Statement of Pi$pute 
and sEEks a detemla8tion that good cawc exists to g m t  our rquest 
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The aahm of the dispute lies with DOE'S md h regulatory agexlcica' (CDH and €PA) differing 
assessments of the need of tbo modification of work undsr Pm 32 of the LAG for OU 8. The 
DOE'S pasition Is that thela exists adequate justification for modifying work for OU 8. The major 
reasons hclude the chan c h mission at RFP, impacts from the 'RandtionlDeconWution and 
Decommissioning v/D ItD ) schedules on tha viability of ContinrtIng investigation Of parts of OU 8, 
and realization of dupUdoa of sfforu which lmlude consideration of fkId sampljag plans ftom 
other OU'S that 
efforts that included both CDH and €PA on both nn laformal and formal basis that supports DOE'S 
modiflcatfon to work for OU 8. Tbese proactive efforts arc dOcwnented withtn the Latest meetings 
and documents produced by the Eovlronmcotal Restoration Management Accelerated Cleanup 
Worktng Omu and presentatloas made, since early 1993, improved approaches to the Quality 
Action Team (6, which meets weekly and includts members from DO& EG&G, CDH, and 
EPA, Also, f o m d  bocumtntation regstdin Justincation for Xodlvidusl Hazardous Substances Site 

justifications Is davelopnaeat of a mdor plan that wu1 support nWffcarion to work effort is the 
htcrh Massu~~?~!hk& Reapowe ActioWYhckion Do~ument for the RFP Industrial A m  This 
document h in draft form as of February 16,1994, and will soon be transmitted to the agencies for 
review. The outcoma o? tbasc working group aad evaluation efforts have been to estabLish 
approaches to aid h thic W s t i c  scoplng and schdduti~g of not only OU 8 but many other OTJ's. 
e.g., OU's 9, 10, 12, 13, and 14, whlch arc soon to be in B similar situation of missing IAG 
enforceable milestoiles. 

adjacent to or overlap IHSS's within OU 8, The DOE initiated several proactive 

(IHSS) evah1atio~ were ScDt 0x1 Februxy 1 t ,1994. Another lrtcGnt example of supporting 
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Thts Staterneat of Dhpute is transmitted in good faith, and DOE agrees to work with rbe CDH a d  
€PA to expdite, to the extent possible, the dispute resolution proccss. The DOE reitdrates its 
coffxrnitment to the putposes of the IAB, including the investigaQon of potential environmental 
impact at RFP and to promoto a reasonable, orderly and effwtive investigation and cleanup of 
coxituation at the site. We beljeve the Ruther pursuit of the OU 8 dispute is consistent with the 
DOE commitment to dcanup. 

Slacerlcy, ; 

Richard I. burger 
' Interagency Agreement Coordinator 
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M SUverman, OOM, RFO 
L, Smith, OOM, RFO 
D, Shonson, OOM, RFO' 
J.Roberson,AMERRFO ' 

M.Mcfldde,ERRK) 
ELmkhart, ER, m 
R. Birlc, ER RFO 
B. Thatcher, ER, RFO 
D. M a y ,  QCC, RFO 
J. Wanman,  AMSSS, RFO 
S. Ollnger, AMESH, RPO 
S. Stiger, EG&O 
B. Peterman, EG&G 
B. Fraser, EPA 
H . ~ u @ , C D H  , 


